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for Lord Advocate (on behalf of the Inland Revenu 
missioners of Inland Revenue) v. Jaffrey and Anothe 

Owners of the S.S Lord” v. Newsum & Soos & Co 
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PROBATE peueet hat. ty ec 
RECEIVERS AND COM- Current [ OpIcs. 


MITTEES -IN LUNACY The Termination of the War 
A CORRESPONDENT has been good enough to call our atten 


RECEIVERS AND 
in error in the dates we gave recently (3lst July, ante, 


, ein ‘ . tion to g 
MANAGERS IN CHAN p. 677) with respect to the termination of the war with 
CERY Re eae ge © 8 Germany The official date was 10th January, 1920—the 
TRUSTEES AND date of ratification--and this was fixed by Order in Council 
SPECIAL MANAGERS of 9th February We gave the reference to the Order (14th 

February, ante, p. 277), so that the error was capable of cor 


IN BANKRUPTCY . . é; ies 
rection from our own pages, and, indeed, the dates as we 


TRUSTEES UNDER gave them were taken from the Order, but clearly something 
‘DEEDS OF ARRANGE.- happened. A further step towards the general peace which is 


nema —— } » ‘4 te “F , an aken i 
MENT ey. SOLD Ae essential to the termination »f the w ul ha been taken in 

the signing of the Treaty, with Turkey This took place at 
August The dates of ratification of treaties so 


Sévres on 10th J 
far are —with Germany, 10th January; Austna, 16th July ; 


ALL GOVERNMENT AND COMMERCIAL APPOINTMENTS Bulgaria, 9th August; and dates of signing, where there has 


been no ratification—Hungary, 4th June; Turkey, 10th 


in which security is required . . . August. These are taken from the Times of llth inst., and 
will be useful for reference 
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The Delivery of Particulars on Sales. 
In a letter to the Times of 30th July, Sir Witiiam BuLy 


Legal & General Assurance Socy. Ltd. called attention to the expense occasioned by the continuance 


of the delivery of particulars under section 4 of the Finance 


10, Fleet Street, London, E.C, 4. Act, 1910, and to the unsuccessful attempt’ he made in the 


House of Commons to procure the repeal of the part of the 
Established 1836. Assets £13,000,000. section relating to the I.V.D. stamp. Until the passing oi 
the Finance Act of thi year, namely, on 4th August ill the 
provisions of the Act of 1910 remained in force, and as between 
vendors and purchasers the procuring of form | V.D. (G.) 
The Society transacts all the was properly insisted on sut it would seem that the passing 
principal classes of Insurance, of the new Act has iltered this. The Act is not yet issued, 
except Marine. but, we believe, clause 19 of the Bill was passed without 
alteration, and that stops the valuation under section 26 of 

the Act of 1910, and prevents any further collection of land 
duties, other than Mineral Rights Duty But section 4 is 
not expressly touched. That, however, only requires a trans- 
feror on sale, or a lessor, to present particulars “‘ for the pur- 
’ Since, however, there 
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pose of the assessment of duty thereon.’ 
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can in future be no assessment of duty, it seems to follow 
that the obligation to deliver particulars has ceased. But Sir 
Wittiam Butt appears to be of a different opinion, and we 
express the above view with caution. 


The Leng Vacation. 

IN REFERRING recently to the arrangements for Vacation 
business, we suggested a little more indulgence on the part of 
the Bench as to what this business may properly include; but 
such indulgence would hardly meet the objections which have 
long been current to the undue length of the Vacation, and 
which, we note, were emphasized in the Saturday Review last 


week in an article entitled, ‘‘ The Denial of Justice.’’ Our 
contemporary points out that, save for the county courts, the 
civil courte of the country will be idle until the middle of 


October, notwithstanding that a few weeks ago the congestion 


of the courts was officially reported to be so bad that both 
Houses of Parliament petitioned the King for the appointment 


of two additional judges ‘‘ Those appointments were 


promptly made-and now no progress will be made in civil 


suits for a period of teu week It is also pointed out that 
the Council of Judges, which, under section 75 of the Judi- 
cature Act, 1873, to be summoned once at least im every 
year for the purpose, among other things, “‘ of inquiring and 
examining into any defects which may appear to exist 


in the system of procedure or the administration of the law,’’ 
met recently, but without any published result “ Surely,”’ 
remarks the Suturday Review, “a ten weeks’ vacation at a 
time of serious legal congestion is a defect in the system ofl 
procedure into which the Council of Judges should have 


inquired And the conclusion is: ‘‘ There is no justification 
whatever for a legal more than six week The 


Courts ought to re-assemble in the middle of September.”’ 


vacation ot 


Modern Changes in the Long Vacation. 
indeed, with the 


of course, 


reformers—and, 
greatest reformer of all--the Saturday Reviewer is, 
BentTHaM characterized the Long Vacation as a de 
the pre eminently learned few to gain at 
maximum of maximum of leisure In 
accordance with the maxim, ‘‘ When sleeps injustice, then 


stice® too 


COMPARED WITH some 
moderats 
vice to en 


once the 


fees and the 


may ji he would have made legal redress as con 


tinuous as medical aid If parturition could have been bid 


to wait, or a haemorrhage to stop flowing, from Trinity Term to 


Michael! as well as lawyers, might have had the 


is, surgeons 
Long Vacation.’’ The subject was very fully discussed in a paper 
read by the late Mr. Tuomas Raw e at the Liverpool meeting 
of the Law Sox lety in 1895 (39 Soxiicrrors’ JournaL, 831), 
from which our quotations are taken And, coming to later 
times, Mr. RAWLE summarized the various efforts which had 


A change 


been made by the Society to shorten the Vacation 


in the Vacation was made in 1883, and something under a 
fortnight was saved by making it run from 12th August to 
2th October About a quarter of a century later—in 1907 

the Council of Judges decided to alter the dates so that it 


should run from Ist August to 12th October, and the change 
was mn Order in Council of Ist March in that year But 
this is probably not the last word on what was des ribed in the 
1879, ‘absurdity and an 


1 
ae oy 


Times so long as as an 


ago 
anachronism.” 


Company Registrations. 

We HAVE received from Messrs. Jorpan & Sons (Limited) a 
report and tables of company registrations for the first six 
months of the present year. These shew a total of 878 public 
and 5,537 private companies, with aggregate capitals of over 
290 millions (public) and nearly 160 millions (private). This, 
it is said, surpasses the wonderful record of the second half of 
1919:— 

The impetus from 1919 gathered greater force throughout the 
first three months of 1920, and the launching of companies assumed 
tremendous proportions in March, but the increase in the rate of 
the capital duty from 5s. to the onerous figure of £1 per £100, 
which came into force on 20th April, and the rise in the bank 





rate to 7 per cent. added to the uncertainties as to the additionall 
burdens on business threatened by the Government, applied 
check, the severity of which may be measured by the fact that in 
the first quarter the authorized capital amounted to 
£21,000,000 per week, while in the latter portion of the period the 
average was under £11,000,000. The classes that shew the largest 
increases are textiles and shipping. The former is over 90 millions 
above the 1919 figures and the latter is over 434 millions in excess 
The principal decreases are in engineers, 243,000 ; insurance 
£5,804,000;: mines, £5,863,.000; motors, £5,819,000; and oil, 
£3,994 000.”’ 
To shew the magnitude of the business affected, or sought to 
be affected, it may be mentioned that there were some eig|ity 
companies registered with a capital of over a million, the 
largest being Shipbuilding and Associated Industries, witli a 
capital of 20 million. We have also received the statement of 
the Stock Exchange Gazette (12th August) for July, and this 
shews that 758 companies were registered in that month, with 
an aggregate capital of 264 million. Here again we find a 
reference to the registrations in March, which weré nearly 


over 


double those in July, while the total capitalization was about ' 


five times July’s aggregate. Our contemporary suggests a 
little arithmetical problem for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to test his net gain—or loss—by the quadrupling of capital 
duty. 


A Gift Not Void for Remoteness. 

IN CONNECTION with the subject of gifts void for remoteness, 
a case in the current volume of the Irish Reports is of interest 
see Davy v. Clarke (1920, 1 I. R. 137). There was a devise ot 
land to a devisee for life, ‘‘ and after his death to any son or 
sons . as he shall deem most deserving, and attaining 
the age of twenty-five years.’’ The testator died in 1881, and 
the devisee entered into possession. The devisee then had, in 
1881, three sons living. One son died. The devisee made his 
will in 1918, and in professed exercise of the power of appoint- 
ment given him by the will of the original testator, a 
and devised the land to his two surviving sons. It was held by 
Mr. Justice Powe. that the appointment was valid. The 
power was a special power of appointment, the estate of the 
appointees vested immediately on the death of the appointor, 
the donee of the power and the objects of the power were all 
living at the time of its creation, and both the sons of the 
devisee (the objects of the power) had attained the age of 
twenty-five when the power took effect. Although the 
appointment was in this case held valid, the litigation pro- 
duced by the doubt of its validity might have been prevented 
had some such legislative enactment as has already been re- 
ferred to been in existence (19th June, p. 581). 





Part 1 of the Law of Prozerty Bill. 
‘ ] 


Part I. of the Law of Property Bill is headed ‘‘ Assimilation 
and- Amendment of the Law of Real and Personal Estate.” 
It has been held over, pending further consideration of its 
provisions, but there appears to be no intention of dropping 
it, and indeed the Lord Chancellor only consented to its 
deletion from the Bill with a view to enabling unanimity, as 
far as possible, to be arrived at. It may be useful if we repro- 
duce*here from Hansard what was said by the Lord Chan- 
cellor in reference to Lord Cave’s motion, and Lord Cave’s 
reply :— 

“The Lord Chancellor (Lord BrrkenHeaD) : My lords, in moving 
that the House go into Committee on this Bill it might, perhaps, 
be convenient that I should make some observations on the sub- 
ject of an amendment standing in the name of my noble and 
learned friend Viscount Cave, to omit Part I. of the Bill. I have 
had the advantage of having had conversations with him, and the 
points which he has raised, and which he would have put before. 

your lordships, have been dealt with by the Joint Committee which 
was ees for the purpose. Yet the fortunes of the Bil! and 
its usefulness depend on attaining the maximum degree of una! 

imify possible in the profession, and the authority of the noble \is 
count is known to all of us. After discussing the matter with 
him I have decided to take the course of assenting to the amen¢- 
ment which stands in his name, with the clearly understood an# 
express purpose of having further discussions with him in the ia- 
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agreement we are able to obtain. I hope we shall be able to 
reach a degree of common view which will enable the proposals 
in the Bill to become law. 

“ Viscount Cave: My lords, I have heard with great pleasure 
the statement of the Lord Chancellor. It will be a great pity if, 
on matters of this kind, there should be a difference among those 
who are conversant with the law on the subject, and as he has been 
good enough to suggest a course which is satisfactory to me and 
those who agree with me, we will do our utmost to arrive at some 


agreement with the Lord Chancellor and those who agree with 
him.”’ 


Then, in the course of the short discussion on the motion to 
delete Part 1., in which Lord Hatpane, Lord Buckmaster 
and Lord Muir MacKenzie teok part, the Lord Chancellor 
said :— 

“] have not assented to this proposal with the desire to give 
the impression to anyone that I should be prepared to go on with 
the Bill if Part I. disappeared, but it is in the hope that discus 
sions with the very able gentlemen with whom Lord CAVE has been 
co-operating may enable us to obtain a degree of agreement which, 
at the present moment, does not exist. It is with that feeling, and 
with that hope, that I assented to the proposal.”’ 

And finally Lord Cave said: 


** The Committee say very frankly in their report that they have 
not gone into principles but only dealt with details, and therefore 


this 1s the first opportunity which [ have had of bringing the 
matter before the House in any workable form. IL, can only say 
that I appreciate what has been said by noble lords in expressing 


regret that the matter is to be postponed, but I shall be only too 
glad to do what I can to co-operate with them and the Lord Chan. 
cellor in endeavouring to agree upon some form of Part I. which 
will be acceptable to the profession as a whole.” 

The objection that the Joint Committee in their report did 
not. deal with principles is one that we ourselves made when 
their report was issued (10th July, ante, p. 631). Presumably 
the Committee thought it sufficient to accept the principles of 
the scheme for placing the Law of Real 
a new basis incorporated in Part I., and to deal only with 
amendments in detail of the other parts of the Bill. But the 
course which has been taken enables attention to be concen- 
trated for the time upon Part I., and we propose to review its 
proposals more carefully than we were able to do when they 
were first published, and when comiment had to extend, more 
or less, to the other parts of the Bill. We also, as we 
said last week, have had the advantages of seeing the Memon 
andum, in which Mr. Bewn has criticized Part I., and we may 
not be far wrong in assuming that this Memorandum pre 
sents the case against Part I. as forcibly as is practicable It 
may be possible for us to suggest some answers to his objections, 
so as to lay the case both for and against Part I. 


Property on 


} 





before our 


readers in a way which will ‘enable judgment to be passed upon | 


it. 

In such a review it would not be right to treat the present 
Bill as the first attempt to reform the system of transfer of 
land by private conveyancing. The genesis of the present Bill 
we refer only to Part I.—is to be found in the Conveyancing 
Bill of 1896, which was drafted for the Law Society bv the late 
Mr. E. P. Wotstrennotme, assisted by Mr. B. L. Cuerry- 
the proposals of that Bill received somewhat different form in 
Lord Hatpant’s Conveyancing Bill, which finally became part 
of the Real Property and Conveyancing Bill of 1914; and now 
their form has been varied in the present Bill, though, we 
think, it will be found that the present Bill is more akin to 
Mr. Wo.tstennotme’s than to Lord Hatpaxe’s. The object 
of Mr. Wo.tstEennotme’s Bill—the Bill, with the explanatory 
Memorandum is printed as an appendix to Currry and Mart 
GOLD’s Land Transfer Acts—was “‘ to make the title to land 
approximate as nearly as circumstances permit to the title 
to stock, and to obtain the same advantages as would be 
secured under as good a system of registration of title as may 
be devised, without the disadvantages incidental to a register 
of owners.’’ The Memorandum to Lord Hatpane’s Bill 
stated more shortly that its object was ‘‘ to facilitate the trans- 
fer of land.’’ The scope of the present Bill does not admit 


of being stated so concisely, but one of its chief objects is ta 
facilitate the transfer of land, though it does a great deal 
it will effect 


beside this, and its Memorandum claims that ‘‘ 





terval with the object of seeing what is the maximum degree of | a vreater simplification in the practice of conveyancing, with- 


out, however, destroying the power to settle land, than any 
measure hitherto proposed 
One 


measures have in ct 


fundamental point—all three 


They cut down the estates which 


point—and it is a 
mnon 

are to rank as proprietary estates to the [lee simple and a 
term of vears absolute. though the extent of these estates and 
WoLsTENHOLME’sS Bill included 
Lord Hatpanxe’s Bill intro- 
the term “ proprietary estate ’’; the present Bul is 
based on the time-honoured distinction and 
a distinction which the Judicature Acts, not- 
withstanding their fusion of law and equity, failed to shake. 
But, of feature of the present Bill is the 
additional importance it simple and the 
legal term of years, and the hides all 


the nomenclature differs 
equitable fees simple and terms 
duced 
between legal 
equitable estates 
ourse, the main 
vives to the legal Tee 


urtain with which it 


other interests of course, we do not refer to easements and the 
other excepted interest from view. It Is against these ‘* cur- 
tain provision that Mr. BENN primarily directs his criticism, 


(To be continued.) 





The Statutory Tenancy Under the 


Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
LI] FORMATION OF THE STATUTORY TENANCY. 
WeE saw in our article last week that a new statutor relation- 
ship, appropriately cal ed a statutory tenancy, and amounting 
to a ‘ constructive contract between the owner and the 
ses in the case 
Rent 


advisedly 


f certain premises umn eciately on 
Restriction Act, 192! We say 
For the Act imposes ou the land- 
the right to give a 


occupier, ari 
the passing of the 

immediately 
lord certain restrictions of his rights, ¢.7., 
to quit 
this restriction operates 


notice und recover possession of his premises, and 
mmediately from the date when the 
statute comes in force But the statute also imposes a further 
f the landlord’s power, namely, his right to ask for 
termination of the tenancy, and 
the existence of this re cured the real 
character of the new statute ry relationship We will, there- 
fore, explain first what, we effect. of 
n the subsisting te nancy ol any premises to which 


restriction ¢ 


an increased rent upon the 


striction has somewhat ol 


conceive, is the precise 


the statute « 


it relates 

That effect, as we understand it, is this: There are two 
great classes of premises to which the Act applies—those 
ilready let when the statute came into force, and those not 


then let but becoming det subsequently. In the former case 
the premises at- once become subject to new statutory rights 
ind duties on the part of the landlord and the tenant In the 


latter case the premises only become subject to these new 
rights and duties if and when the owner lets them He need 
not do so; he may sell the premjses. But in that case the 
purchaser, if he lets them, can only do so subject to the statu- 
tory obligations and restrictions Again, the owner, if the 
premises happen to be vacant, might try another plan He 


might sell the premises to a would-be occupier ibject to a 
that the 


Jn such a case there is no 


mortgage, and arrange with the purchaser-mortgag 
latter is to go into possession 
‘letting ’’ of the 
the tatute, as 
terest, 


premises, and therefore the provisions of 


regards rent distinguished from mortgage in- 
normal case 


the statute 


would have no application But in the 
within the Act 


The old tenancy 


the premises are already let, and so 


applies at once. becomes automatically con- 
verted into a statutory tenancy 
gone and has been re- 


mean 


But, although the old tenancy has 
placed by a statutory tenancy, this does not necessari 
that all the provisions of the statute are at once operative. 
On the contrary. exactly one-half of them are not, namely, 
those which confer on the landlord the power to raise his rent, 
On the other hand, all the restrictive provisions de operate 
at. once, 1.¢., the landlord is at once prohibited from obtaining 
except in the 
mode and under the conditions prescribed by the statute. 


ejectment or levying distress (sections 5 and 6), 
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The fact that the new statutory tenancy comes into exist- 
is obscured by a provision which at first sight 
a contrary effect ; indeed, it at first misled our- 





ence at once 
seems to have 
For section 3 (1) 1s 
Nothing in this Act shall be taken to authorize any 
of rent except in respect of a period during which, | for this Act 
the landlord would be entitled to obtain possession, or any increase 
in the rate of interest on @ mortgage except in respect of a peri a 
dur wh but for this Act, the curity could be enforced 
The ised make it clear that 
can exercise lis right of raising the rent he must be 
entitled to the immediate possession of the premises, 1.¢., the 
common law either by expiry 


selves in the following term 


increas 


words itaii 
statutory 


tenancy must have terminated at 
of its term, or DY 


a lease not ex piring until after 24th June, 1923 (when the Act 


surrender, or by forfeiture In the case of 


omes to an end). the landlord can never be entitled to common 
law possession in the absence of surrender, forfeiture, or some 
other mean Vy whi the term passes into his hand In such 


ase. then. the landlord will never be entit ed to raise the rent 


ase. accordingly, it is 


or to obtain possession In euch 
temptung to a that the statute has not yet ipplied to such 
premise nad wi not do so until some future event (il ever) 
arises to terminate the tenancy 

But that. we think, is a wrong way of interpreting the re 
lationship In every case of premises subject to the Act the 
tatute does apply, or the statutory tenan does arise at once, 
vy - the landlord s future righte are restricted in the way set 
out in the statute But since the Act is a restrictive Act, 
cutting down the landlord’s powers, and not an enabling 


statute, the restrictions (although already in force by law) will 
not in fact operate until a condition of things arises in which 
the landlord could have exercised his powers but for the statu 
This, we think, is the correct. way of look 

The matter is not purely verbal and tech 
‘double rent ”’ 


tory restrictions 
ing at the statute 
nical, for upon it turns the question whether 


can be claimed by the landlord in the case of a tenant holding 
over atter notice to quit (‘rook vy Whithread (1919, 121 
L. T. 278) into a 


If the old tenancy has not ar converted 
new statutory tenancy by the passing of the statute, then a 
tenant ‘‘ holding over ’’ is a trespasser and liable for 
rent,’’ although his rent cannot be raised nor can he be ejected 
except as the statute provides. But if the old tenancy has 
been converted into a statutory tenancy, then the tenant is a 
statutory tenant when he ‘“‘ holds over,’’ and has committed 
no trespass for which the landlord can claim the old statutory 
penalty of double rent But we discussed this matter at some 
length in our first article and need not further refer to it here. 
Lf it be conceded that the statutory tenancy comes into exist 
increase 


double 


ence at once, but that the landlord cannot claim any 
of rent until he is by common law entitled to the possession of 
the prem) ro. as seems to follow from the wording ot section 3 
(1) quoted above the next point, 
importance to decide, is the proced 
on a landlord 


and one of great prac tical 

e im} sed by the statute 
his statutory right of 
It seems clear that he must do two things 


who desires to exercise 

raising the rent 

(1) Acquire a common law right to the possession of 

his premises so as to be entitled to demand a new rental, 
and 

(2) Give notice of the 

n the manner prescribed by the statute 


increased rent (4 weeks’ notice) 
First Schedule) 
But some persons have been of opinion that the second step 
alone is necessary in the case of weekly, fortnightly, or monthly 
tenancies, since a four weeks’ . is sufficient: 
each of those respective kinds of tenancy 
case ot a quarterly or annual tenancy, no 
the rent is 


notice to terminate 
in the 
to increase 
effective unless and until the expiry ofthe tenancy 
after the proper legal notice i 


Of course, 


notice 


In such cases, it is clear, two 
separate notices must be served 
(1) A notice to quit expiring on the first date on which 
the landlord could at common law demand possession, and 
(2) A statutory four weeks’ increased rent, 
following the form in the schedule, and expiring on the 
same day as the notice to quit 


notice of 


It will, no doubt, be wisest to give these two notices in every 
“ase, including that of weekly, fortnightly, 


monthly tenancies, 





and tenancies at will or on sufferance. Failing such notice to 
quit, it is quite possible that express agreement on the part of 
the tenant to the course taken by the landlord, or even the 


| mere payment of the increased rent by him, would be sufficient 


tenant s part; 


before the landlord | 





| tain interpretation of the Act. 


“é 


to amount to a ‘‘ novation,’’ or at least to a ‘‘ waiver ’’ on the 
we, indeed, think that the Courts would so 
hold ; but it is best not to rely on what is, after all, an uncer- 
It is just as easy to give two 
notices as to give one. And, therefore, 

Before closing this article we must refer to a subtlety which 
has arisen in the construction of this Act. It will be seen that 
section 3 (1), quoted above, only authorizes the increase of 
rent ‘‘in respect of a period during which, but for this Act, 
the landlord would be entitled to obtain possession.’’ In the 
case of premises which come under this Act for the first time, 
the words italicised create no difficulty. But what about 
premises which came under the 1915 and later statutes, now 
repealed by the present Act? In the case of a house with 
rental of only £20, what is the position of a landlord who 
desires to raise the rent? He can do so in respect of a period 
during which he was entitled to but for this Act. But, on the 
literal construction of the Act, there is no such period, for 
under the Act of 1915 he was not entitled to possession, and 
that Act would be law still but for this Act, which repeals it 
ind its restrictions. It would, therefore, seem that in the 
case of such houses the landlord can never raise the rent—a 
result certainly never contemplated by the Legislature 
Clearly, the words ‘‘ but for this Act ’’ cannot be construed 
literally. They really mean ‘‘ but for this Act and the earlier 
Acts which it repeals in order to extend them,’’ and no doubt 
the Court would so interpret them. But the draftsman’s 
lacuna is a very awkward one. 

(To be continued.) 


it is safer to serve both 





Reviews. 
The German Treaty. 


Tae GerMan Treaty Text, wirra Intrropucrion sy Lorp Rosert 
Cecit, Prerace spy H. W. V. Tempertey, anp a Brier ComMENTARY 


Published under the auspices of the Institute of Internationab 
Affairs Henry Frowde, Oxford University Press; Hodder & 
Stoughton. 5s. net. 


The bulk of this volume consists of the text of the Treaty between 
the Allied Powers and Germany. The Introductory Note by Lord 
Robert Cecil and the Preface by Mr. Temperley are very brief, but 
Lord Robert, as might be anticipated, emphasizes the importance of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations as an essential part of the 
Treaty No European reconstruction is possible except by the set 
tled and organized application of the principles of national altruism 
and international co--operation. For this peace is the first essential ; and 
the second is the power of re-writing those portions of the Treaty which 
ire anconsistent with justice and expediency. The machinery of the 
Covenant enables both of those objects to be carried out.’’ Of course, 
the Treaty is, in theory, the carrying into execution of the executory 
igreement based on the ‘‘ Fourteen Points,’ on the faith of which the 
war was ended. And practice is, it may be hoped, shaping the Treaty 
in this direction by the revision which necessity drives on, though 
statesmen deny it. The text of the Treaty is presented in very con- 
enient form, and much useful matter is given in the appendices t/ 

study of it, including President Wutson’s “ Fourte: 
speech of 8th January, 1918, and his further speech of 11th 
February, 1918, and several maps, including a general map to illust: 
the Treaty. And, in addition to a short commentary on the Treat 
there is the official commentary on the League of Nations Covenant. 
Altogether the volume is a very complete and useful edition of the 
Ll reat. 
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Books of the Week. 


Income Tax.—All the 1920 Budget Changes—Income Tax and 


Super Tax, 1842-1921—Tabular Review. Third Edition. Oliver & 
Boyd. 1s. net. 

Rent Restriction.—The Tenants’ Emergency Charte: 
(Houses, Shops, «&c.) under the Rent Restriction Act, 1920 


Fifth Edition. Incorporating the Effects of all the Decisions of th: 
Courts up to date. Oliver & Boyd. 2s. net. 

The Law of Rent and Mortgage Interest Restrictions, including 
“The Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act 
1920” (enacted July 2nd), and other Emergency Legislation and 
Statutes Repealed Applicable to Rent and Rictieen Interest 
Restrictions. By Joun Duncan, M.A. (Lond.), &c., Barrister-at- 
Law. Estates Gazette (Limited), 


Aug 
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Correspondence. \CASES:. OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest | House of Lords. 
(Restrictions) Act. LORD ADVOCATE (on behalf of the Inland Fevenue Commissioners 


. ’ ? , of Inland Revenue) v. JAFFREY AND ANOTHER. 2ist and “2nd 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors Journal and Weekly Reporter ] lune; 16th July. 
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answer which you sugge 
In the case of a mortgage to whk h é 
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r realise his 


the mortgagee cannot foreclose o 
such application to such court and suc] ! 
lirections under the Acts provide That is t 
he enforcement of the security without th 

So long as the Emergency Acts rema 
issumed that circumstances may exist unde 
not—quite apart from the provisions of t In 
Acts—have allowed the mortgag: f i 
security ; and it would appear that, if such « imstances did exist 
the security would not be one which, b f e Act of 1920. cou 
enforced 

I do not think 
be exempt fre 
mentioned Act, but ace « he actual 


seems to me difficult to sa ‘ le mortgage 


enforce his security unless the circumstances are such that, but 


| 
the Act of 1920, the Court would have allowed him to foreclose o1 
sell. It might even, I think, be contended that he is not really 
| 


na position to enforce the security until he has tually obtained 
the leave of the Court « in application under the Emergency 
H. Reason 
Bankside, Upper Tooting Park S.W. 17 
August 7 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. [isis ira. jt te tect me de 
Before the Vacation Judge. (lord Ormids 


JACKSON +. WEBSTER. ist Avyust 
PRACTICE—System or LINKED JUDGES—MorTion ror JupGMENT—Noticr 
or Motios—Name or JupGe to Wom Action Assianep—Non 
APPEARING DEFENDANT 





Where a motion stetes that the Cour 4 oved before the judg 
to whom the action is assigned on a day named, if the motion is fo 
a final order, az distinguished from an interlocutor y order, the motion 
must be heard hefore that gudqe, and the udge with whom that jud ye ! ‘ tt " ‘ the ma 
is “linked "’ has no jurisdiction to deal with the biseee ’ igs 

In an action assigned to Ru l, J wit vhom Sargant, J oon 

linked the plaintiff moved before i t J for judgment 
default of sppearance, and the notice « f motion set out that the me tior 
would be moved before Russell. J Under the system of linked 
judges "’ in the Chancery Division, Sargant. J as hearing moti 





in actions, assigned to Russell, J or-to himself The motion coming 
on for hearing, the question was raised hether the notice of motior 
vas sufficient to give Sargant, J., jurisdiction. In the Annual Practice 
1920, p. 897 iting Re Madame Romney | limited 1915, W. N 
589), it is stated that the notice of motior sufficient if it 

that the Court will be moved before the idge to whom the 

is assigned, though in fact the motion comes on | we the judge t 
vhom. under the present ( system, he is linked, and though def: 
dant does not appear Sargant, J., held that a notice of motion f 


udgment, as distinguished from an interlocutory order. Was the 


J 


; 


order in the case above cited, must state the name jud ge 
was actually sitting to hear motions on the day nam in the 

nd that the matter must therefore be mentioned t ation 
\ fresh notice of motion was taken out by the plaintiff. the 
stating that the motion would be moved before Rowlatt. . The 
being called on, counsel in support of the motion stated the facts. and 
said that the matter was in order, and but for the reasou stated Sar 
gant, J.. said he would have made the order as asked No one appeared 
for the defendant 

Rowtatt, J.—You may take your order /OUNSEL. for the plaintiff y 
Fawcus. Sorwairons, Lewis & Sons. o # Wal mas ates, Aberdea 
[Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.} Reported by Ensxrwe Retry, Barrister.at-Law |} 
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Court of Appeal. 


OWNERS OF THE 8.8. “LORD” v. NEWSUM & SONS & CO. (LIM). 
No.2. Ist, 26th July. 
Practice—AprpraL—Case STATED BY AN ARBITRATOR—ARBITRATOR 
Desiring Case To Go Back 1x ONE EventT—ConsvLtative JURISDIC- 
Tion or Count—AreitraTion Act, 1889 (52 & 53 Vict. c. 49), 3s 
7, 19 

Jn a apectal case atated for the opinion of the High C'ourt, the arbi- 
frator, alter stating certain hndings of fact and conclumona of law, 
The question for the opinion of the Court ws whether, upon 
the true construction of the charter-party, and the facts as stated by 
me, the decisiona at which I have arrived are correct in law? If they 
he correct, my award i to aland, but tf imeorrect in any particular, / 
desire that the award may be referred back to me for re-aaseasment of 
the damages due in accordance with the decision of the Court.’ A 
preliminary objection was taken to the hearing of the appeal, on the 
ground that the case atated was not a final award under section 7 of 
the Artitration Act, 1889, but was a case stated for the opmon of the 
('ourt undér section: 19 The arbitrator did not atate under which 
section he intended to pre ceed 


Held (Scrutton, L.J., dissenting), that 7 
had not atated the case «so that whichever u ay the question was 
anawered. the rights or the parties would have been finally determined, 
hut had reaerved the que ation of damage « for himaelf in the event of 
the question being answered in @ particular way, the case not being in 


procee ded; 


o appeal lay, ae the arbitrator 


the form of a “pe wi case within section 7 Jt was a special cae 
stated under section 19 of the Act of 1889, and the zurisdiction of the 
“'ourt was consultative only, and waa not aubject to appeal, 


The Holland Steamship CARE 1906.23 7.1L. RB 59) followed. 
Appeal by the shipowners from a judgment of Bailhache, J (reporked 


1920, 1 K. B. 846), upon a clause in a charter-party. A preliminary 
objection was taken by the charterers that no appeal would lie because 
the special case as stated was not a final award, but a case stated for 
the opinion of the Court under section 19 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. 
rhe material clause in the special case is set out in the head note. 


“'ur. adi vult 

Bankes, L.J., said it was well-settled law that no appeal lay to this 
Court if the special case was one stated under section 19. ‘The arbi 
trator had not stated on the face of the special case under which section 
he intended to proceed. It was necessary therefore to arrive at a con- 
<lusion from the language used by him. If by the language used it 
appeared that the arbitrator had sufficiently indicated that the matter 
must go back to him after the Court had expressed its opinion. in 
order that he might give his final opinion upon it, then the special case 
Ke Holland 
und Bristol Steam, &e., Co, (23 T. L. R. 59) was a case in 
point. There the arbitrators stated their award, deciding two points, 
and went on to say that if the Court held that the two points were cor- 
rectly decided, then the award was to stand, buat if the Court should 
be of opinion that either point was wrongly decided, then the matter 


Was one stated under section 19, and no appeal would lie; 
Steamship ¢ 


ia to be remitted to us to wive effect to the true construction of tne 


contracts in our interim and final awards In arriving at a decision 
the Court laid no stress upon the particular language in which the 
arbitrators expressed their intention to have the case sent back to them 
in the event of the Court disagreeing with their findings. What 


appeared to have impressed the Court was thdt the special case did not 
state the question for the opinion of the Court in such a way that. 
whichever way the Court answered that question, the award would be 
final. This case was indistinguishable from that of the Holland Steam- 
ship case The arbitrator here had come to no decision in reference te 
the damages which might become payable in the cvent of the Court 
not accepting the decision to which he had come, but he desired that 
the award might be referred back to him for re-assessment of the 
damages due in accordance with the decisidbn of the Court if thev dis 
agreed with his decision. The only distinction which could be drawn 
between the present case and the //olland Steamship case was that ‘n 
the one the arbitrator desired that the award might be referred back, 
and in the other the arbitrator stated that the matter was to be re 
ferred back. In his opinion. both expressions should be construed as 
evincing the same intention—to retain seisin of the case: but whether 
that view was correct or not, he thought that any drawing of fine dis 
tinctions between the decisions by this Court would onl; add to the 
uncertainty and confusion produced by the present state of the law on 
this point. In Shrubrook vy. Tufnell (1861, 9 Q. B. Div. 621) the point 
now under discussion was not raised. Until the law was altered. of 
which there was apparently some probability. arbitrators would he well 
advised, when stating a special case, to state on the face of the case 
under which section it was intended to be stated. The objection pre 
vailed, and the appeal would be dismissed with costs ° 

Warercton, L.J., gave judgment to the like effect 

Scrutton, L.J., dissented. He thought the arbitrator had expressed 
his final opinion It was said that for a case to be final the award 
must provide for every contingency, so that, whatever view the Court 
took of the questions asked, the award finally determined the matter 
That seemed inconsistent with Shubrook’s case (supra). The point 2 
the present case had no merits, for if it succeeded the case must go 
back to the arbitrator Jo make a final award. and if in that he stated 
that he followed the opinion of the Court, all the appeals would follow 


which the objection w§s intended to avoid. The respondents, however, 





desired the point taken. It failed, in his opinion, and they should pay 

the costs occasioned by taking it, and the appeal should proceed. ~ 

Counset, for the shipowners, Vei/son, KcC., and Jowitt; for the char- 

terers, MacKinnon, K.C., and Le (jueane. Soxicitors, Bottereli a: 

Roche ; Thomas Cooper & Co., for Hull, Dickinson, & Co., Liverpool. 
[Reported by Exsxixe Rei, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re DAVIDSON'S PATENT. He GASKIN’S PATENT. Sargant, J. 
30th July. 
Patent—Practice—-PaTents anp Desicns, Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5. 
cS wD), s 

Applications under section 7 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919, 
should generally be made, like those under the previous practice, quite 
a short time before the expiration of the patent. 

These were both applications made a long time before the expiration 
of the patents for the prolongation of the terms of the patents under sec- 
tion 7 of the Patents and Designs Act,1919, and in each case the comp- 
troller of patents took objection that the question of extension ought not 
to be dealt with shortly before the expiration of the patents. 

Sarcant, J., in the course of a considered judgment, after stating 
the facts, said : As a yeneral rule, at least, applications under section 7 
of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919, should, like those under the 
previous practice, be made quite a short time before the expiration of 
the patents, and I do not find in either of these cases any special cis 
cumstances justifying a departure from this general rule The cases 
in which such a departure will be justified are probably very rare. But 
as these applications are the first of the kind, and the practice has not 
so far been settled, I do not dismiss them, but merely direct them to 
stand over generally to a date nearer to the time for the expiration of 
the patents Counse., Sir Arthur Colefax, K.C. ; Byrne Moritz. Sow 
crrors, George Beloe Ellis; Baddeleys, and Co. ; Solicitor to the Board 
of Trade. 

{Reported by Leonarp Mar, Berristerat-Law.] 


He HALE’S PATENT. Sargant, J. 23rd July. 
Parent—User sy THE CROWN—D1sPUTE—PATENTS AND DESIGNS Act, 
1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 80), ss. 8 AND 21 
The juriadiction under section 8 of the Patents and Li signs Act, 
1919, can be exercised by any qgudy of the High Court. and ta not 
vested solely in the judge to whom potent matters are specially aasigned. 
Where an Act of Parliament altera a matter of pro edure, the neu 
procedur applies to cases where rights have previously arizen; but 
where the Act alters the rights of the parties, matters which had taken 
place before the Act are to be dealt with in accordance with the pre 
viously existing law, and matters which took place after the Act are to 

be dealt with under the Act. 

This case raised two important questions as to the effect of the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1919. The first was whether the expression 
“the court ’’ in section & of that Act meant the High Court of Justice, 
or the judge having special jurisdiction in respect of patents under the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1907. The second was whether the Act of 
1919 applied in respect of matters which occurred before the date when 
that Act came into operation if the dispute about them took place after 
that date of operation. ‘This was a motion by the patentee for dire 
tions as to what was to be done in a case where the Government had 
used a patent before the 1919 Act was passed, but the dispute had arisen 
after the Act came into force. The formation of the Act was referred 
to by the patentee, and also the fact that sections were said to be “ sub 
stituted "’ for sections of the principal Act, ‘and the fact that section 8 
of the Act was retrospective, and entitled the applicant to have his case 
heard by the High Court instead of the tribunal under the 1907 Act 
For the Crown it was suggested that, at any rate, the authority to 
the King’s printer given by seciion 21, to send out copies of the 1907 
Act with the substituted sections of the 1919 Act, could not have the 
effect of making the 1919 Act retrospective 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said the parties in this cass 
came to an agreement that the jurisdiction under section 8 of the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1919, can be exercised by any judge of the 
High Court, and is not vested solely in the judge to whom patent 
matters are specially assigned ; and I agree with this view. I am now 
that judge, and have therefore jurisdiction, whether ae the patent 
judge or as a judge of the High Court; but the matter may be impor 
tant when a case like this comes before some other judge of the High 
Court. In my opinion, there is jurisdiction in all the judges of the 
High Court under this section On the other and the more important 
question, in my judgment, where an Act alters a matter of procedure 
the new procedure applies to cases where rights have previously arisen 
In this case, however, the Act of 1919 has not onlv altered the tribunal! 
to which matters under section 8 have to be referred, but has also 
altered the rights of the parties, both patentee and the Crown; and a3 
to matters which had taken place before the new Act came into opera- 
tion, section 8 does not apply, but they are to be dealt with in accord 
ance with the previously existing law: whereas those matters which 
occurred after the time when the Act of -1919 came into operation are 
to be dealt with under that Act. Accordingly, this application must be 
dismissed.—Counset, KAerly, K.C., and Pobert Frost: Sir Gordon 
Hewart, A.-G., and J. Austen Cartmell; W. Trevor Watson: James 
Whitehead. Sorricrrors, Badham, Comina, & Sloman: The Treasury 
Solicitor. 


[Reported by Leonxanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Augu 
r P 
; Pr ACTICE— 


MENT—N 
ACTION . 


A notice 
interlocuto 
ig uctually 
the notice 
* linked” 

Re Mad. 

This wa 
with whor 
ment bef 
motion we 
judges. I 
motions i 
as to whe 
Practice, | 
sufficient 
whom the 
the judge 
linked, an 
that gtate 
(1915, W. 

SARGAN’ 
ment, as : 
yorder, mu 
mnotions <¢ 
according! 
Fawcus. 


Pro 


Marea! 
Factor 
D1oces! 
Where 

i Petrograc 

ot the di 

culara of 

an accord 
valid by : 
This w 

Natalie 

Comber | 

born in 

the Briti 
1908. SI 

church o 

Since 191 

tive of th 

of the di 

to the m 
Petersbu 
the Bish« 
back bef: 
ce. 67 & | 
Factories 
Factories 

4 Geo. 4 

The Pi 
pronounc 
within fe 


Morris, 


BETTON 
BRIC¢ 
20th 

Divorce 

SEcuRI 
ror Fr 
Where 
wife's co 
further « 
Held | 
amount + 
The fi 
Duke, 

' costs in 
| The petit 
and crue 





















JACKSON v. WEBSTER. Sargant, J. 27th July. 
Pracrice—Lixken Jupces—Notice or Morion—MorTion ror JupG 
MENT—NON-APPEARANCE OF DerenpaANT—NaMeE or JUDGE TO WHOM 
ACTION ASSIGNED. , 
1 notice of motion for judgment, unlike a notice of motion jor an 
interlocutory order in the action, must state the name of the judge who 
ig actually sitting to hear motions for judgment on the day named :n 
the notice, and is not sufficient if it merely states the name of the 
“linked"’ judge where the defendant does not appear. 
te Madame Romney (Limited) (1915, W. V. 389) distinguished. 


This was an action for specific performance assigned to Russell, J., 
with whom Sargant, J., is “ linked The plaintiff moved for judg 
ment before Sargant, J., and the notice of motion stated that the 
ames would be moved before Russell, J., under the system of linked 
judges. In the Chancery Division, where Sargant, J., was hearing the 
motions in actions assigned to himself or to Russell, J., a point arose 
as to whether the notice was sufficient. At page 897 of the ** Annual 
Practice, 1920,’’ the following note appears : “ The notice of motion is 
sufficient if it states that the Court will be moved before the judge to 
whom the action is assigned, though in fact the motion comes on before 
the judge to whom, under the present Chancery Division system, he is 
linked, and though the defendant does not appear; and in support of 
that gtatement the case is cited of He Madame HRomney (limited) 
(1915, W. N. 389).”" 

SARGANT, J., after stating the facts, said a notice of motion for judg 
ment, as distinguished from a notice of motion for an interlocutory 
porder, must state the name of the judge who is actually sitting to hear 
motions on the day named in the notice, and in this case must 
accordingly now be dealt with by the vacation judge—CounseL, 
Fawcus. Soricrrors, Lewis & Sone 

[Reported by Leonany Mar SBarrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce and Admiralty 
Division. 
HIGGS v. HIGGS. Duke, P. 2nd June. 


MareiGce—EvipeNceE—MARRIAGR At THE CHAPEL OF THE BRITISH 
Factory, Petrocrap—CERTIFICATE OF AN ENTRY IN REGISTER OF THE 
Diocese or Lonpon at Docrors’ Commons—4 Geo. 4, c. 67 
Where the parties were married at the Chapel of the British Factory, 


. Petrograd, the Court accepted a certificate of the entry in the register 


of the diocese of London at Doctors’ ¢ ommona, to which place parti 
culare of marriages at the ¢ hapel of the British Factory had heen aent 
an accordance with an ancient u sage. and 2u¢ h mar? riage & were dé ‘ lare d 


valid by 4 Geo. 4, c. 67. 


This was an undefended suit for restitution of conjugal rights by Mrs 
Natalie Dmitrievna Higgs against her husband, William Bernard 
Comber Higgs. Counsel for petitioner stated that the petitioner was 
born in Russia, and was married to the respondent at the chapel of 
the British Factory at St. Petersburg (now Petrograd) on 31st January, 
1908. She also went through a second ceremony of marriage at the 
church of the Academy of Art, Nicholaevsky Quay, St. Petersburg 
Since 1918 the respondent had refused to live with her. A representa- 
tive of the Bishop of London’s registry produced an entry in the register 
of the diocese of London at Dean's Court, Doctors’ Commons, relating 
to the marriage solemnized at the chapel of the British F actory, St 
Petersburg, and said that particulars of these marriages were sent to 
the Bishop of London in pursuance of a very ancient usage, which went 
back before the life of any living person. Counsel referred to 4 Geo, 4, 
cc. 67 & 91, and said that in 1807 the Russian Government abolished the 
Factories, but the custom of celebrating marriages in the chapels of the 
as was ‘continued. Such marriages were declared to be valid by 
4 Geo. 4, c. 67. 4 

The Presipenr accepted the certificate as proof of the marriage, and 
pronounced a decree of restitution of co ming gal rights to be obeyed 
within fourteen days after service. —Counset, 7’. Bucknill. Sowicrrors 
Morris, Veasey, & Co. 


(Reported by C. G. Tatsor-Poxsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BETTON BRIGHT (former! te ee A. M.) vw. BETTON 
BRIGHT (formerly OUTERBRIDGE, R. . BL). Sir H. Duke, P. 
2th May. 

Divornce—Wirr’s Svuir—“‘ Usuaz, Orpen ror Wire's Costs” 

SECURITY ORDERED roR Wire's Costs oy HEARING—NoO APPLICATION 
ror FurtHer Securiry—Wire's Costs Limrrep To AMOUNT SECURED 


WW he re the Registrar has fixed the amount of the security for the 
wife's coate of the hearing of the suit, and there ia no application for 
further secyrity, 

Held that the usual order for the wife's costa ia limited to the 
@mount secured. 


The facts of this case sufficiently appear from the judgment. 


Duke, P.—This is a summons for a review of taxation of the wife's 
costs in a suit w _— the wife, who was the petitioner, was unsuccessful. 


The petition was for dissolution of marriage upon allegations of adultery 


and cruelty. At the trial the learned judge, Mr. Justice Horridge, found 
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against the petitioner on both her grounds of mplaint, dismissed the 
petition, a d dealt with costs by a direction which is expressed in the 
decree in these words, sual order for wife s cost The position of 
the suit as to the wife's costs at the time ol the order 1 Question was 
that pemding the suit there had been the usual applicat for pway 
ment and security. a taxation of the costes of the petitioner s solicitors to 
that date, and an order on the respondent to pay the t of the bill 
is taxed (£30 13s. 6d.), and to pay into court or give security for the 
sum of £30, estimated by one of the registrars as sufficient t ver the 
costs and expenses of the petitioner of, and incidental t e hearing 
of the cause The estimate of the registrar on which this order waa 
based proceeded on the assumption that the cause would bx disp wed of 
in one day; as it in fact was There has been no appeal-from the 
gistral Py order as to se rity snd no appheati n for an} reased 
security for the wife’s costs was made, or could reasonal have been 
made After the decree the wife's solicitors bi ught m the b ll of their 
further sts for taxation, the amount of this bill being £40 9s rhe 
registrar before whom the bill came for taxation Mr. Registrar Bar- 
nard—taxed the costs at £3 He held that the petitioner was not 


entitled upon a decree in the form of that made by Mr. Justice Hor- 


ridge to recover from the respondent costs in excess of the amount 


ordered before the hearing to be paid into the court or secured for the 
wife's costs of hearing Objection to the taxation is taker the peti 
tioner on this ground At the trial the } idge gave to the petiti ner the 
nsual costs, and it is submitted that the principle upon which the peti- 
tioner’s bill of costs should be taxed is laid dow j t if ion im 
Palmer v. Palmer and Stockley (1914, P. 116), u wh t was 
decided that the words the usual costs '’ mean that the sts are sot 
to be limited as to any part thereof to a previous estimate, but are to 
be such costs as are ascertained m taxation to be the I™ costs to 
allow in a strict taxation between party and part The learned regis 
trar points out in his answer to the objection that in P r Palmer 
nd Stockley the trial lasted more than one day ( 1 f the wife 
had ap} lied for and obtained further se urity, ind it had ee ordered 
at the hearing that the petitioner shotld pay the respondent het taxed 
osts, not to exceed the amoant ordered to be paid the urt or 
secured for the wife's of the hearing together with i T the sum us 
would have been ordered to be paid into court or secured had the dura 
tion of the hearing been known at the date of such ordet The learned 
registrar aiso states that the practice under reumatal t the present 
case is to tax the wife's osts up the amount secured I the peti 
tioner reliance was placed upon the decigior n the gene uestion 
given by the Court of Appeal in Robertson v.. Roberts 6P. D. 116), 
and upon the judgment of my predecessor, Sir Samuel I s, in Palmer 
v. Palmer and Sto hley This iigment ne reg irded as a al il in. 
terpretation of the term “ usua der for wife's sts,."" which haa 
attached to it an invariable meaning There are passage: in the judg 
ment in question which appear at first sight to support this tention, 
but it is at variance with well-known practice in the regi 1 have 
inquired in the registry ase to the practice followed t direction 
given by Lord Gorell in November, 1908, which is set out Palmer ¥ 
Palmer, not only ses like Palmer Palmer, but ises like the 
present The practice is stated comy rehensively as follows When in 
crease of security is ordered during the hearing, an ecial order 
as to costa subsequently is made, the decree is draw the form 
prescr bed by Lord Gorell. and taxatio pr eeda in a i there- 
with. When security is fixed before the hearing, and 1 ywder for ‘n 
creased security is made during the hearing, and the decree gives the 
wilg the usual osts, the practice is to limit the ife 8 s Uy taxa 
tion by the amount ordered before the hearing to be paid or red. 
The only question of principle raised by the present applicat seems 
to me to be whether the direction to tax to the unsuccessf 1» oner 
the usual coste of an unsuccessful petitioner, whic n effect the 
direction given at the trial, is an exercise of the discret f the Court 
Which has been duty urried out in the registry TI tter cannot 


properly be dealt with upon a supposition that there is regards the 
wife, one ueual rder which applies t ull the possi ble events of such 





causes The 1a rder in is like Palmer vy Palmer here during 
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the hearing the Court has ordered an ihcrease of security, is not, and 
onght not to be, the usual order in cases like the present, where, before 
Court has determined what provision by the husband 
is necessary in order to enable the wile to present her case to ‘he 


the hearing, the 


Court and upon that provision being made the cause has been proceeded 
cus ! t 1 decision The pri iples lard down in Robertson 
Robertson as to the obligations of the husband with regard to tie 


vife’s costs and the exercise of the discretion of the Court ‘in making an 








} 


rder for such costs, seem to me to be in no way ntravened by the 
action taken in this case Che learned Judge at the trial dealt with ; 
tate of facts, which f every-day irrence, by a direction whic 
as perfectly plain, which was not misunderstood by the taxing master 
nd which has been carried int eflect As to the words of the judg 
{ Palme Palmer witt regard t« the usual order whieh are 
et t in the notice of objectior d were relied npon in argument fox 
the petitioner, they ite to tl ial order in a class of cases in whic 
t ~ tu fded, the iass, name) in which the Court has directed 
" e trial that iditional secu should be given for the wife's 
and " stter rds directed that the ife osts si ild be taxed 
and paid. That thi no new vie ippears from the statement as to 
the practice in this Division made by Lord Justice Lindl 1 Russell 
Pusaell 149902. P. | ln the d ssl f the fe s petition her 
solicitor usually gets his costs to the amount of the money paid into | 
ourt by her husband, or to the amount of the bond given bv him 
But an order to ‘this effect is necessar und the solicitor cannot without 
order get ny costs either mt of the ioney in court or by having 
recourse to the bond Che order referred to by Lord Justice .Lindle 
8, of course, the order of the judge at the trial. Only two other things 
need be said First, it was rec ized in Hobertson v. Robertson that 
the old rule of the commor sw, whereby upon marriage the wife's 
versonal property vested in the husband, underlay the practice of th 
Ecclesia tical Courts and the Divorce Court as to the wif osts, and 
in Otway v. Otway (16 P. D. 12) the Lords Justices pointed out the new 
considerations which arise in respect of marriages solemnized after the 
comir into operation f the Married Woman’s Property Act, 1862 
Secondly, there is to-day, no less than there was in Lord Hannen’s time 
necessity for constant care lest the safeguards which this court has set 
up to protect the honest interests of wives involved in litigation in this 
Division should be used to prevent the access to the court of men of 
small means, who are entitled to the remedies it can cive All that was 
said on this subject by Lord Hannen when he decided Smith vy. Smith 
7P. D. 84) in 1882 matter of common knowledge among those who | 
me vulminister the jurisdiction in matrimonial causes he application 
of the petitioner fails, and must be dismissed In answe- to a request 
for leave to appeal, if necessary, the President said : No, I should not 
onsider an appeal The matter is so well settled in the registry that 
I have no doubt mvself what the usual practice of the court is ; I do 
not think it is a case where there is anv prin iple to be determined. 
Counsen, Grazebrook, for petitions SoLictrors. (a@rdew, Smith. a 
Re 
fReported | ( G. Tatror-Pornsowar, Barrister-at-Law.) 
New Orders, &c. 
New Statutes. 
Un 4th August the Royal Assent was given to~— 
Finance Act, 1920 
County Councils Association Expenses (Amendment) Act, 1920 
Veterinary Surgeons Act (1881) Amendment Act. 1920 
Harbour Docks and Piers (Temporary Increase f Charges 
Act, 1920 
Kx esiast 1 lithe Rent hat Rate Act 1920 
War Pensions A 1920 
Bank Notes Ireland Act 1970 
Public Libr es Ireland) Act. 1920 
Sheriffs (Ireland) Act, 1920 
Nauru Island Agreement Act. 192 
Gas Regulatior \ 1920 
And to a large number of Provisional O ders, local and private Acts 
Ur th August the R yal Assen? was given to 
Overseas Trades (Credits and Insurance Act, 1920 
Une mployment Insurance <A 1920 
Restoration of Order in Ireland Act. 1920 
And to several Provisional Orders k land private Acts 


Criminal Procedure-—England : Women Jurors. 


The Women Jurors’ (Criminal Cases) Rules, 1920. 


Rvuces paten 15rn Jury, 1920, Mave IN PURSUANCE oF SECTION | OF THE 
Sex Disquatirtcation Removat Act, 1919. py tHe Rute Cowmrrres 
ESTABLISHED UNDER THe INDICTMENTS Act. 1915 
We the Rule Committee, established under Section 2 of the Indict 


ments Act, 1915, hereby make the following Rules 


1. All jury precepts, warrants, writs, list 
issued or made under the Juries Acts, or any of them, shall include 
women qualified and liable to serve as jurors, and the jurors’ books shail 


be made up accordingly 





| 


s and returns required to be | WHEN CALLED UPC 
all 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED, 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 















THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 


Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone : 2482 Holbora. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 


shal 


2, All persons qualified and lable to serve as jurors I be sum 

ned to serve juries without distinction of sex, but otherwise as 

retofore: provided that a husband and wife shall not both be n 
oned to serve on the same occasion 

3. The number of women appearing on any panel of jurors sh be 
1 the same proportions as near as may be, to the numbers of en 
ppearing thereon as the total namber of women js to the total 1 ber 

men in the jurors’ book or other list of jurors from which th el 

lrawn 

Provided that it shall be the duty of the Under-Sheriff or er 
person upon whom is cast the duty of summoning jurors t ecure that, 
wherever possible, there shall not be less than tourteen women the 


jury panel 

Provided also that this Rule shall not apply to Grand Juries. 

4. On every trial by jury, the jury shall be a jury selected from the 
panel by ballot in manner preseribed by Section 26 of the Juries Act, 
1825; provided that this Rule shall be without prejudice to the power 
f the Court under Section 17 of the Juries Act 1870, to order that a 
Special Jury be struck according to the practice then prevailing , pro- 
ided also that this Rule shall not apply to Grand Juries 
5. Upon every Jur immons served upon a woman there shall appear 

tice that she may apply to the Summoning Officer for exemption 
+ juror on account of pregnancy o1 feminine 
or ailment provided that such application is received by tbe 


from attendance other 


condition 


Summoning Officer within three days of the receipt of the Jury Sum 
mons by the applicant 
6. The Under-Sheriff or other person upon whom is cast the duty of 


‘ 
forming 


the Jury Panels may in his discretion exempt from attendance 


iny woman who has been summoned to serve as juror, if he is satis- 
fied by medieal certificate or otherwise that on account of pregnancy 
or some other feminine condition or ailment she is, or be, unfit to 
serve 

7 In any riminal case an application under Section l b f the 
Sex Disqual fication temoval) Act, 1919, that the jury shall be com- 
wed of men only or of women only shall be made in the Court in which 
such case depending for trial, and except by leave of such Court at 
th first sitting thereof 

Provided always that the said Court may in its discretion hear 
piu ition it Sut h time is may appear convenient 

8. Written notice of an intention to make an applicati under Rule 
7 shall be given not later than at the first sitting of the Court by or 
m behalf of the Prosecutor to the Clerk of Assize, Clerk of the 
Peace other proper prope officer of the Court as the ase ma 

ml similarly so far as possible, by or on behalf of an accused person 
to such proper officer of the Court, and to the Prosecutor and on 
receipt of such last-mentioned notice it shall be the duty of the 1 
ficer of the Court to communicate the effect thereof to the Pros« ! 
hen practi ible 

9. For the purposes of any criminal case depending for trial in the 
King’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice the words 

lav fixed for the tria shall he substituted for the words the 
sitting of the Court’ in Rules 7 and 8 

10. These Rules may be cited as the Women Jurors’ (Criminal Cases 
Rules, 1920 

And we, the said Rule Committee, hereby certify that on accour f 

gency the said Rules should come into immediate operation and 
hereby make the aid Rules to come into operation fort} wit! uw f 


a1 ynal Ru! >) 
Dated the 15th day of Jnly, 1926 
Reapinc, C.J 
Horace FE. Avory, J 
Ropert Warrice 
Ricwarp D. Murr 
HERBERT STEPHEN 


FIERBERT AUSTIN 
W. B. Prosser 
Approved 
BIRKENHEAD, C 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 


IN TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUNDS FOR ITS HUMANE WORK. 
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Bankruptcy, England. 
Generat Rvies. 

THE BANKRUPTCY AMENDMENT RULES (No. 2), 1920, DATED 
JULY 12, 1920, MADE PURSUANT TO THE BANKRUPTCY 
ACT, 1914 (4 & 5. GEO. 5, C. 59 

1. The following new rule shall be inserted after Rule 188 of the 

Bankruptcy Rules, 1915 : 

Report by Ofmeia Receive 
Receiving Order or Annul Adjudicati 


/ 


where Ground f Application t Rescon 
s Debts Paid in Full 
188a.—(1) Where an applicati ym is made to the Court to rescind a 
receiving order or annul an order of adjudication on the ground that 
debts of the debtor have been paid in full, the Official Receiver s! 


make and file four days before the day appointed for hearing t 
application a report as to the debtor's mduct and affairs ncluding a 
report as to his conduct during the proceedings), and the Court on the 


hearing of the application shall hear and consider such report and su 
further evidence as may be adduced by any party and any objectior 


which may be made by or on behali of the trustee (if any) or ai 
creditor whom the Court may order to be served with notice of tl 
application or may permit to appear thereon. For the purpose of th« 
applic ation the report shall he primd fae « dence of the statement 
therein contained 

2) For the purposes of this rule the expression reditor "’ include 
all creditors mentioned in the debtor's statement of affairs or who have 
notified to the Official Receiver or Trustee that thev have, or at the 
date of the receiv ing order had laims against the debtor 


i ppeals 
2. Rule 229 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, shall be annulled and the 


following Rule shall be substituted therefor 
Rule 229.—An appeal to the Court of Appeal shall lie at the 
instance of the Board of Trade, and at the instance of the trustees 
(if any) from any order of the Court made upon an application for 
discharge or upon an application for rescession of a receiving ordet 
or annulment of adjudication on the ground that the debts of the 
debtor have been paid in full 
3. The new Form appended to these Rules shall be inserted in Part 1 
of the Appendix to‘the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915, after Form No. 104 
4. These Rules may be cited as the Bankruptcy Amendment Rules 
(No. 2), 1920, and shall come into operation on the Ist day of August 
1920 
FORM No. 104a. 
Nettce to Orrictat Receiver anp TRUSTEE OF APPLICATION FOR ANNTI 
MENT OR Rescission ON PayMeENT OF Desrs In FULI 
(Title.) 
The bankrupt (or debtor) having applied to the Court for annulment 
of the order of adjudication (or rescission of the receiving order) made 
against him on the ground that he has paid his debts in full, the Court 


has fixed the day of , 19 at o'clock it 
the noon, for hearing the application 
Dated this day of 19 


Registrar 
To the Official Receive: 
(and Mr. 
trustee of the estate of the bankrupt 
12th July 


Treasury Notice. 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900 (63 & 64 Vict 62 


AppiTion To List or Stocks unpeR Section 
Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stocl Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the 
undermentioned Stock, registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom 
Inscribed Stock (1930-40 
The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, Sub-section (2) of the Truste« 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900 


Section 2) 


Queensland Government 6 per cent 


Board ot Trade Orders. 
'HE PROFITEERING ACTS. 1919 AND 1920. ORDER (No. 15 
Recital 


Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby declare that th« 
articles of food set out in the Schedule annexed hereto are articles 
of a kind in common use by the public, and do hereby order that 
Section 1 of the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo. 5, c. 66), as amended 
by the Profiteering (Amendment) Act, 1920 (10 & 11 Geo. 5, « 13 
shall apply to each article of food specifically mentioned in the 
Schedule hereto. 

This Order shall come into force as from the first day of August 
1920, and may be cited as the Profiteering Acts, 1919 and 1920, Orde: 
(No. 15) ‘ 

Mth July. 


EQUITY AND LAW 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED 184 


W.C. 


DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Beq 
James Austen-Cartmell, Eaq , Allan Ernest Messer, Esq 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson, Esq., K.( rhe Rt. Hon. Sir Waiter G. F, Phillimore 
John George Butcher, Esq., K.C., M.P Bart... D.c.I 
Edmund Church, Exq ir ast 


. “ Ernest Murray Pollo« K.Cc., K. BL R 
Philip G. Collins, Esq LP , 

Harry Mitton Crookenden, Raq 
Robert William Libdin, Esq 
Charies Baker Divond, Bag 
John Roger Burrow Gregory, Esq The Hon. Sir Charles Russell, 
L. W. North Hickley, Esq Francis Minchin Voules, Beq 
Archibaid Herbert James, Esq Charles Wigan, Esq 


f VDS EXCEL - «= £ 5,000,000. 
All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment Assurances 
without profits, at exceptionally low rates of premium, 


W. P. PHELPS, AManager. 


Charlies R. Rivington, Esq 
Mark Lemon Romer, Eeq., K.( 
Sart. 





SCHEDULI 


The f J icle¢ r i i wied i this Ss exiule ecment 


THE PROFITEERING ACTS, 1919 anp 1920, ORDER (N } 


/ 

Now henetore tlie Board I Trade do hereby exte i Seco 1 
if the Profiteering Act, 1919 (9 and 10 Geo. \ 66), t e repairing, 
altering or washing of all articles of wearing apparel (except boots ind 
hoes and t loths and dusters, table and bed " Jankete, 
towels, mattresses, pillows, bolsters and irtains, and t processes 
incidental thereto ; to the repairing, altering or cleaning of ks and 
watches, and to the repairing or altering of boots shoes and umbrellas, 
subject to the following modifications, namely that the rds “ sale,’’ 

seller und price shall include treating or offerin treat im 
iny of the manners aforesaid, any person so doing, and th large for 
so doing respectively 

I} Order shall me into force as from the ninth da f Auguat, 
1920, and may be ited as the Prof eering Acts, 1919 and 1920. Order 
No ) 


Gazette \ i 10 


Ministry of Food Order. 
rHE USE OF BREAD (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1920 


l Ex ept ynder and in accordance with the terms of a e issued 

b r under the authority of thé Food Controller, a person shall not 
buy or take de er f any bread for use in the manufacture for sale 
f sausages, sausage meat, black puddings, fish dressing, the interior 
f pork or meat pies, or any other like preparation, or use in such 


manufacture any bread except bread of which he has obtained delivery 
inder and in accordance. with the terms of 
/ A person shall not sell r make deli ery of any bread if he ix 


such licence 


lieves or has reasonable grounds for believing that the bread is or may 

be required for use in the manufacture for sale of any such article as 

sforesaid unless a licence authorising such deliver has been handed to 
i 


be sent by him to the Food Controller, 
h particulars in relation to the bread as the Food Co 


nim sucn ence sha 


gether witl 


troller May trom time W time direct 
3. Where a person sell ’ bread for use in the manutacture for 
sale of any such t ‘ foresaid e shall at the time i ile enter 
a record kept for the purpose 
a) the weig { the bread so sold; 


h) the date of the sale and of the delivery, and 


¢) the nam und addre of the buyer 


Such re rd na be Kept on the premises where the } ade 
ind shall be open on demand to inspection by ar persor t? ed by 
the Food Controller or a Commissioner 

4. Notwithstanding the provisions of Clahses 1 and 2, a person may 

itt it a licence take delivery for use in the manufacture f sale of 
’ ich article as aforesaid of an amount of bread not exceeding from 

sources 6 cwt n ar e week and use the sam lingly, and 

per 1A it ‘ product t Di 4 weence ’ le very ‘of 
bread for such use pr led that the total amount delivered by him to 
a ist ra i Th ‘ veek hall not exceed 3 cwts 

». This Order shall not apply to bread made from flour f which 
le er has beer iwfully taken for a precluded purpose under a 

ence granted for the purposes of the | ir and Bread (Prices) Order, 
1920. [S. R. & O. No. 442 of 1920 

6. Infringements of this Order are summary offence igainst the 


Defence of the Realm Regulations 
7. The Bread (Use in Sausages) Order, 1920 [S.R & O., No. 598 of 





1920 is hereby revoked as or the 19t! July 1920 but with if preji- 


et anv proceedings in respect of any ntravention thereof 
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8. For the purpose of this Order “ Commissioner '’ means in England 
ind Wales any person appointed by the Food Controller as Divisional 
Food Commissioner, and in Scotland the person appointed by the Food 
<‘ontroller as Food Commissioner for Scotland. 

9. This Order may be cited as the Use of Bread (Restriction) Order, 
1920, and shall come inte force on the 19th July, 1920 

19th July 


The Juvenile Courts Bill. 


The House of Lords on 6th inst. went into Committee on the 
Juvenile Courts (Metropolis) Bill, the Earl of Donoughmore in the 
{ nar 





The Lord Chancellor, says the 7'imes, in moving a series of amend 
ments to Clause 1 reviewed the differences of opinion shown when 
the Bill was previously in Committee, and said it seemed to him 
essential that women should be associated with this work and sit 


ind act on equal terms with their colleagues The treatment of 
children who had offended against the law or come within the purview 
of the Petty Sessional Court ought to be dissociated from the ordinary 
idministration of the criminal law, and such cases ought to be heard 
in buildings not used for criminal business. The amendmertts which 
he would move went as far in the direction of meeting the wishes 
of the met: politan yx lice magistrates as was possible in the circum 
stances. The propogals of the Government would be satisfactory to 
lay opinion The Government were abandoning the proposal that 
there should be only one police magistrate selected for, this work 


rhe Secretary of State would be empowered to select such numbers 
of magistrates as experience demonstrated to be necessary. His amend 
ments also provided for the Juvenile Courts being held elsewhere than 
in the buildings used as’ metropolitan police courts, and directed 
that the Home Secretary in nominating the magistrates to be presi 
dents of Juvenile Courts should have regard to their previous @X 
perience and special qualifications for dealing with juvenile offenders. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the Bill passed through Com 


mittee 





Obituary. 
Mr. T. S, Soden. 


The death took place on the 5th inst. at 1 Courthope road, Wimble 
lon, of Mr. Tuomas Sroonsr Sopen, barrister, who was formerly 
tecorder of Grantham and Assistant Recorder of Birmingham 

Mr. Soden, who was aged 83, was son of the late John Smith 
Soden. F.R.C.S and was educated privately and at Exeter College, 
Oxford. Called to the Bar at the Middle Temple 58 years ago, he 


joined the Midland Circuit, and only six years after his call he was | 


appointed a revising barrister for a short period, and later on, from 
1875 to 1901, he worked in a similar capacity. He was appointed 
to the Assistant Recordership of Birmingham in 1882, and held the 
office for 3 years, part of the time with the Recordership of Grantham, 
to which he was appointed in 1897. He was also for a time counsel 
for the Mint at Warwick Assizes and Sessions He was joint 
author of Smith and Soden’s “Landlord and Tenant,’’ and was a 
member of the Atheneum Club. Mr. Soden was a widower, his 
wife, the younger daughter of the late Fdward Cator Seaton, F.R.C.P.. 
of the Local Government Board, having died in 1911 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 


Che Attorney-General has appointed Mr. H. D. Roome, of 5, Paper- 
buildings, Temple, to the post of Third Junior Prosecuting Counsel 
for the Crown at the Central Criminal Court, rendered vacant by the 
eppointment of Sir Archibald Bodkin as Director of Publie Prosecu 
tions and the promotion of Mr. Percival Clarke. Mr. H. D. Roome 
is « member of the Middle Temple, was called to the Bar in 1907, and 
has practised on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the North and South 
London, Middlesex, and Kent Sessions, and the Central Criminal 
Court 

The Attorney-General has appointed Mr. Vernon R. M. Gatrie, of 
5, Paper-buildings, Temple, to be Prosecuting Counsel for the Crown 
it the Middlesex Sessions, in succession to Mr. H. D. Roome. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Rosert Asueavren Epocar, Ricnarp Watter Rytanps, and Jonny 
{;racr, solicitors (Boote, Edgar, Grace and Rylands), 20, Booth-street, 


\Manchester July 24 As regards the said John Grace, who is re 

[Gazette, August 6. 
Crartes Gover Wooprorre, Epwarp Sarimpton Wooprorrr, and 

Wittiam Aveustvus Asnpy, solicitors (Woodroffes and Ashby), 18, 


tiring from practice 








Great Dover-street, London, 39, Egstcheap, London, and 235, West- 
minster Bridge-road, London. July 31. The said Charles Gover 
Woodroffe and Edward Shrimpton Woodroffe will contmue to carry 
on business at the above addresses with Kenneth Derry Woodroffe and 
Geoffrey Edward Woodroffe, whom they are taking into partnership, 
under the style of “* Woodroffes’’; the said William Aucustus Ashby 
will carry on business in his own name at 105, Newington-causeway 


London, 8.E. 1. “ 


[Gazette, August 10 





General. 


Mr. W. C. Renshaw, K.C., and Mrs. Renshaw, of Sandrocks, Hay- 
wards Heath, celebrated their golden wedding on Wednesday. Before 
his retirement some years ago Mr. Renshaw, who will be eighty years 
of age next month, had a large practice at the Chancery Bar. For 
many years he was a member of the Bar Council and of the Supreme 
Court Rules Committee. 

In a written reply to Mr. Tyson Whison, Mr. Bridgeman. Parliamen 
tary Secretary to the Board of Traae, states that the settlement arrived 
at in regard to the Crown's claim to the foreshore at Seaview, Isle of 
Wight, was to the effect that the defendants recognized the right of 
the Crown to the foreshore between ordinary high and low water mark 
ilong the coasts_of the Isle of Wight between Ferniclose Brook in 
Sea Grove Bay on the south-east and Springvale on the north-west. 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOOK OOMPANIBS., 
LIMirep 18 CHANCERY 
London Gazette Fripay, Aug. 6. 


> 


J. & J. EB. Boam, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before A 12. to send in 


their names and addresses, and particuiars of their debte or clauns Herbert 
James Davidson, 1, Cathedral-cates, Manchester, liquidator 
Warwick Mis ©Go., Lrp. (in Votuntany Liguipation.)—Oreditors are required, 
on or before Sept. 10, to send their names and addresses, and the arti rs 
of their debts or claims, to John Roberts Lord, Irwell-ter., Bacup, liquidator 
Searta Srixnnixe Co., Lrp in VOLUNTARY JAQUIDATION.)—Oreditors are required, 
on or before Sept. 10, to send their names and addresees, and the particulars of 


their debts or claime, to John Roberts Lord, Irwell-ter., Bacup, liquidator 
Maraee Lane Srinnixne C©o.. Lrp. (In Votuntary Liguipatiox Creditors are 
~ t 





required, on or before 15, to send their namee and addres aml the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to John Roberts Lord, Irv Bacw 
lupuidator 

Lasvuantm Spinyixne Co., Lap I~ Votongary LigquipatTiox.)—Creditors are 
quired, on or before Aug. 31, to send their names and address, a the par 
ticulare of their debts or claims, to Thomas Boardman, 49, Spring-gdns., Mang 
chester, liquidator 

WALKDEN Srinnine axp Manvractortne Co., Lap. (In Votrcstarny Ligriparion 
Oreditors are required, on or before Aug. 31, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Boardman, 49, Spring 
gdne., Manchester, liquidator 

Brown's Pictcres, Lrp.—Oreditors sre requ red. on or befor Sent. 10. to eend 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, te 
Jno. T. Slater, Ll, Queen-st., Oldham, liquidator. 


Te.ox Betono (Sumatra) Sxyxpicate, Lrp. (IN Votuntany Ligciparion Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept. 4, to eend their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Archibald Hugh Doherty, 65, London 


wall, liquidator 


London Gazette Tourspay, Aug. 10 


Crawrorn Serixxixe Co., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or bef 
eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their cd 
to John Roberts Lord, Irwell-ter., Bacup, liquidator 

Warp & Scorr, Lav.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 90, to send their 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or rime, to Henry 
Moseop, Ramsden-sq., Barrow-in-Furness, liquidator. 
Joux Prrnis, Jone., Lap.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 23, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their delte or claime, 
(harles Edward Lewis, 3, King-st., Rochdale, liquidator. 

Witserrorce Horses (Bovrnemovra), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept. 15, to send in their/namee and addresses, and full part lars of their 
debts or claime, to Edward Bicker, Wilts and Dorset Bank«<hmlrs., Bourn 
mouth, liquidator 


Lyste Exrort axp Imrort Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or fore Aug. 3 
to send in their names and addresees, and full particulars of t r debts or 
claims, to Cecil Stewart Denham, 21, Bedford-row, liquidator 

West and Co., Lop.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug. 21. to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte and clarms, to Obaries 
Joseph Manning, 8, Argyle-ter., Plymouth, liquidator. 

Ivvo-Carxese Hevea Roeser Estares, Lrp. (Is Ligvipation Creditors are 
juired, on or before Sept. 2, to send their names and addresse, an! part re 
of their debts or claims, to John Douglas Broad, 1, Walbrook juidetor 


Brown's Moror Hactact Co., Lap.—Oreditors are required, on or before Se 
to send their names and addressees, and the perticulars of their debts or cle 
to Arthur Clifford Rideway, Exchangebidgs., New-st., Birminghom. liquidat 
British Dreperne Co., Lap.—Oreditors are required, on or before Oct. 1, to eend 
their names and addresses, and the particulare of their de!)ts r claims, 
John Morgan Richards Francis, 27, Walbrook, liquidator 
Groner Crapock & Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or 
send their names and addresses, and the partioulars of their debts or claim, 
to Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Tronmonger-lane, liquidator 
Rornen Vare Coupieries, Lrp.—Creditore are required, on or ! 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of théir debte or olaime 
Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. ; 
Distivetox, Hematite Inow Oo., Lrp—Oreditors are required, om or before Sept. 1 
to send their names and addressee, and the particulars of their debts « I 
to Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. 
Worktsoton Tron anp Steer Co., Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before & 
15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts oF 
claime, to Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. 
Bieriee Mrxixe Co., Lrp,—Creditors are required, on or before Ang. 31, to send 
their names and addressees, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Sir 
William Barclay Peat, 11, Ironmonger-lane, liquidator. 
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vs, South Portman-st., Liceneed Victualler 








Lrp.—Creditors are required, on of before Sept. 15, te | Gewrery. Many Eutzasera, Portman mev 














Brcxermrr Mixixe Co., ; 

send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims Aug. J Timbrell & Deighton, %, Cannonst = 

‘o Sir William Barelay Peat, 11, bronmonger-lane, liquidator | Gonvox, Wittiam Arran, Udapas owa, Cey Sept. 1 Freeman & Cooke 

Coustum Picrere Hovse (Preston), Lrv.—Creditors are required, on or before | 2 Surrey-st., Victor it bankn 
Sept. 3rd send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte | Hatt, Hennierta Mantis, St n's Fa West Norw Sept Stones 
r claims, to James Todd, 7, Winckley-sq Preston, liquidator Morris & Stane, 4 . 

CrmMseRLixo Pitwooo Associutiox, Lrp.—Creditors are required n or before HAMMACK, FLOKEN Hav se 0. Pe & Cros 12, Ok cols Inn 
Sept. 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or H4xecey R. Hi (ern ‘ ~ Bares . Reetor Hereford 
laims, to Joseph Angus Forster 125. Ramaden-sq., Barrow-in- Furness iquidator : Nov. 2 y x > 

Biekenwes WHOLFSKLE Meat Surety Association, Ltp-<reditors are required, on {iRko ‘ icbhan A‘ Harno s S hea - 8 
r before Aug HM. to send in their names and midresees and particulars | “ , » 

eir « sims, to Thamas H. Jackson, Woodside Lairage, Birkenhead, | Ht 7 G ee \ Mw. Griff . s & Wa ‘ 
+ s J 
quida Ixonam, Henae Fr ~ r.8 vs 
a! ‘ ’ « 
s | Jackson, 8S loux. I : ~ ~ ih I . x * W 13 
Resolutions tor Win«:ng-up Voluntarily. | semester. Weetmineee ; ‘a ia 
: | Vso ow i ! : “ ’ ’ ¥ ua 
London Gazett t “ar, Aug. 6 ( ¢ eure Cant ‘ 
Kit . Kmicy Mar tov Seypt 0 ] \ > Holbora 




















Palace Shipping Co., Ltd. Lington Eng@ineermg 4 Ltd t 
Tonbridge Taxicate, Ltd. Kher Fishing Co., Ltd | t axweto BENJAMIN Kne \ i Ml 3 
Brown's Picturee, Ltd North British Electric Welding | Ltd. | Kir bs 4e i Kna. 
West af Er d Window Cleaning { iN umson & Corder, Ltd wre. Ma Lore ifs , ‘ H 1 ° 
lAd Laburnum Spinning Co., Lt cagim Aw Weovavrt il a. : HW oe 
New & “] Sug Plantation Ct s iw & Transport Co., Lt | . Bowe A , \ : eer j \ Bed } 
LAd \\ c<den Spinning end Manufacturisr 
Dorset Glase ( Ltd. ‘ Ltd 7 Macks ‘ ! (wat Victoria-st., West Rent. 18 ae J Roche 
Dill & Ce ‘ Cheez & Taylor, Ltd Reclay ins aha 
William F t (Heanor Ltd H. 4 Motor Co., Ltd MceGo G’sssran Jouw. Sale. ¢ ‘ Shen ul re a 
A. F. 8., Lt B.B.B. Button Co., Lt ‘ , Roherts & B Ma ¢ 
jl. & J. ft Boa mr > « Co. (France [tel leTH Cate ‘ au } eston * ~ \ ; B nan 
Pulp ¢ t A 








Aug. 10 ! 


















fuesparY fev ke 
Ltd Beavis Sporte Lt iM Hes ( I 
Colis House (Preston), Ltd. School Hill Creamery, Ltd | Millar & 8 st | 
G. A. Telf t Olympia (Newport, Mon Ltd \ 1OHN She ‘ \ 
Kwall 7 , Niceria. Lt Gosport Olympia Lite ‘ We 
Ts & ¢ be Db. D. Walker Co L.ta 0 ’ \ im A Hu ‘ ” ( Ronnt ‘ ‘ rn te & 
iks G Mining ¢ Lt Willie Farrar, Ltd B Ma t 
: Pavilion and Empress Theatres (Abert *ICKW ( : t bd n re i Rir 
' 









Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. hs sivertampte ey ; es : < ; ees © 
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Dietz, Em HPOPHILE, Hanover Gat ns Revent Pa Bt r | Brow ww Hf \ ’ 
ig. 2 s n,. Haynes, Barlee & Irela ” Mortimeret | 4 on 

E@ertox, Sinik, Blackpool. Sept. 7. Crofton, Craven & ¢ Manchest | i “Kent. 8 h 
PARTHIN« Hun Witt, Brighton. Sept. ¢ J. BK. Bush, Brightor 14 ul 4 0 s { H 
Faremax, Ressere Hersert, Wesethourne-ter Hyde Pari Sept. 17. Fr ‘ hate : 

«. 22, Surrey-st., Victoria Embankr t : 00 . ( 
— W mM, Dukinfield, Chester Sept. 1! Jas. Orowther Ashton-un Corrock. Cuarntes | » H ( ~ He 
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THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE C®.,LTD. — 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 
MOTOR. PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc.. etc. 


Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium, 


LICENSE . SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 


INSURANCE. Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 
For Further Information write: VICTORI A EMBAN KMENT (next Temple Station), W.C,2. 
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Couxtn, Nora, Rotherham. Sept. 16. W. J. Bradford, Rotherham | Norman, Harotp Laewgam, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sept. 5. Andw. M. Jackson & 
Coster, Epwis, Hove. Sept. 2. W. H. & A. G. Herbert, 10, Cork-st Co., Hull. } 
Davies, Tuomas Jomuw, Thornton, Bradford, Surveyor. Sept. 19. J. H. Richardson | rowsts, Curisrina Exizaseta, Liverpool. Sept.5. Yates & Co., Liverpool 

& Sone, Bradford Paicnarp, WALTER Stennett, bedford-row, Solicitor Sept. 25. Collieson, Prichard 
Davis, Cuigies Wut, Kendal. Sept. 2 & Barnes, 27, Bedford-row 
Dawson, Lina Henwnierms Buancue, Yatek t r é dford Quins, James, Jereey. Sept. 6. William A. Cromp & Son, 17, Leadenhall-st 

sq., Bloomsbury Race, Ropotra Leorotp, Harringay. Sept. 10. Roney & Co., 42-5, New Broad-st 
Deaktx, Marnoeny, Croyde, Dev Sept Barnstaple Rape.ivr, Marearer, Perham-rd. Sept. 6. D. E. Davies, Newbury, Berks 
Dewncrst, Barsana Eten, Southport & Quayle, Sout Rhine, Jonn FPaancts, Brighton. Sept. 10. G. N. Mirams, Brighton. 
nant Sanperson, Eima Margaret, Hove. Sept. 10. Herbert Glenister, 1, New-sq., 
Famer, AN: fama, Hampeten T », New Broad «t Lincoln's Ina. 
Hacsma> r Paper et Merchant ept Pals | & Bartlett 24 SaRsrieip, CaTarrine, Shaldon, Devon Sept. 18. Toser & Dell, Teignme 

., Devor 


Pear Scorr, Wititam Hoepsoy, Carlisk Sept. 6 Clutterbuck, Trevener 





4 


Carlisle 

Staten, Hannan, Richmond, Yorks Aug. 31. Rogers & Hudeon, Richm« 

fowntey, Mary Etizasera, Weymouth. Sept. 18. Toser & Dell, 
Devon 

[RATMAN, ALFRED Sacnpers, Ventnor. Sept. 10 Jackson & Jackson, 

VHEELDON, OwmarLes, Wolverhampton, Engineer Sept. 4 Fowler 
Wr it, Wolverham ptor 

Vittiams, Joun laorp, T.D., Bushey, Herts. Sey 6 Flere & S 
Pountney 


HEN [HOMA 





[ne Britisu, Foreign anp Cotontat Corporation, Ltp., 57, Bishops 
gate, London, E.@ 2, have just published the 1920 edition of “The 
100 Best Investments,’’ price 2s. post free. This standard work « 

details of 100 investment securities, specially selected as be 
the most attractive of their respective classes, ranging from Govern. 
ment Loans to ordinary shares in industrial companies. The intro 
ductory articles entitled, “Who Shall Pay for the War‘ and \ 
Change in Investment Policy,’’ remind the investor of the difficulties 
to be faced. Whe book is arranged in convenient form, the securities 
heing set out alphabetically and also in order of yield. 





VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro- 
yerty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insurers 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-d-brac, a 
speciality.—[{Apvrt. ] 











Romans, THomas, Selby, Yorks, Shoeing Sm 
3. Ord. Aug. 3 
ALEXANDER, Liverpool, Opt 
Pet. July 19. Ord. Aug. 4 
ELIZABETH Penrhyndeudreet! 
try Portmadaoc Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 4 
Ma Wivter, Raoct, Kew Gardens. Wandsw 
er June 14. Ord. July 2 
RSFIELD, ARNOLD, Dewsbury Dewsbury, Rag 
Merchant. Aug. 12 at 1 unty Court House FIRST MEBTINGS 
Dewsbury Frost, Mitsicenr Gwenpo.tne Busan, Harrogate. A 
yaeY, Mant ©. Aug. 12 ‘at 12. Bankrupt dgs 19 at 2.30. Off. Ree The Red House Duncom 
Carey-st pl., York 
KER, FRANK, Manchester A Il at ’ of Porrte, Haroipv, Great Grimeby, Fish Curer’s Manag 
, Reo., Byrom-st Manchester Aug. 4 at ll Off, Rex St. Mary s«<hmbrs 
: vten, Raovut, Kew Gardens, Surrey Aug. 12 at 12 Great Grimsby 
CEIVING ORDERS 132, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd Smyru, Water Joux, Milton, Cambs, Grocer. Aug. 13 
sat 11.90. Off. Rex 5, Petty-cury Cam bridg« 
ADJUDICATIONS Stamp, Ataert, Norwich, Carter. Aug. 14 at 12.50. Off 
Ree., 8, Upper King-«t.. Norwich 
S, Harry, Stepn Journey Baker. High ¢ rt Watker, Tom, Stalybridge, Licenged Victualler. Aug 
Pet. July 29. Ord. 2 16 at 3. Off. Rec., Byrom-st., Manchester 
Burans, JOHN STODDART ton. Automobile Eng 
Derrick, Bes ruite eat ' neer. Scarborough. Pet. July 28. Ord. July 2 ADJIUDICATIONS 
Or EMBERRY, LeovaRD Parrctvat Exeter Tailor. Exeter 
Denner 1 ' eek ' >, Pet. July ®. Ord. July 2 
. — Tomas Ashbourne Derby, Greengrocs 
July urton-~< Tre eo » » § 
Empne ) ' ' "ail me... * — ve July " b rd. July 29 Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3 
Pet. July 2 poe noel ene: TF cata Heath, Manchester Dennett, Watter, Heeley, . Engineer. Shef 
, re et. July 14. Ord field. Pet. July 31 


Friest ’ lit t. : July 29 " 
Mais t : > Derrick, Bert, Neath, Glam., Fruiterer. Neath. Pet 


Heavr . in rine near } t tei > le - 
" Milles ~ ton. Pet. July Ord. July 30 8 Ay) —y BO 7 A = ‘ is a a Doses, Matraew, Epeom, M.D. High Court. Pet. June 
on, TH shbourns eengrocer sie - 7D Cabine iverpoo on =“ 
Tr t raly 29. Ord. Jule — Pet. July 29. Ord. July I a paren yy A Wess, Eaton-sq High Court 
Pores 10 Great Grimsby. Fish Curer’s Manager — pag Rane ~3 Artiste, and Margeaner : Pet. May 19. Ord. Aug. 4 ” . 
: 4 4 2 L im 8 ’ tear i ’ : 
mrcent Grimsby. Pet. July #7. Ord. July @.  | Pet. dune 15. Ord. nh ee be Aux, Jamis ‘B., Old Broad st., Merchant. High 
Pet. . ”. Ord. Jul STRONGITHARM, Josern, Hightown, Manchester, Poultry —— et. June 14. Aug 
Reusuros : —_s Dealer. Manchester. Pet. July 24. Ord. July 29. ~ Mier, F. M Sutherland-pl., Bayswater 
Hereford gg : tie . STROTHER, THomas, Sheffield, Automobile Engineer Court. Pet. Jan. 5. Ond. Aug. 4 
Reser Mar low ba : wt - Scarborough. Pet July 29. Ord. July 29 Owsx, WritmuM, Bootle, Builder. Liverpool 
mout Pet. July 30. Ord ~— . JOuN, and Netcre Wiraiu Wimbledon July 5. Ord. July 31. 
Scutess, Myer, Liverpool, Cabine ‘ ver Ord. 4 A. td Dealers. Kingston. Pet. Jupe 2. ' Picesnine, —, Chalfont-ct., Upper Baker-st 
Pet, July 29." Ord. July 29 soon. i. Oak . Court. Pet. March 11. Ord. July 30 
A + ,Oxford-st.. Foreign Bookseller High | Ricmarps, Wrt.1uM, Aberavon, Mason. Neat! Pet 


SHERRATT Epwarp FEiian Haberdas} t ew ( . : ‘ 
North-r Pet. June 2. Ord. July art. Pet. June 1. Ord. July % July 3. Ord. July 30 


STROTHER Ooms sheffic Automobil ' r , hae . ee . : Rosatvs, Exwix, Evesham, Fruit Merchant Worces 
mock art Dro et. J : Ord July a ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING ter.’ Pet. July 12. Ord. July 30 
] ) ‘ = . ORDER RESCINDED Romixs, Twomas, Barn, near Selby, Yorks, Shoeing 
: Smith. York. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3 
: _ Ressett, Marre Lois, Keswick, Confectioner. Cooker 
FIRST MEETINGS Feb. 26, 1914. Annul. and Re sly 26. 1990 mouth. Pet. July 30. Ord. July 30 
Bertrs, Wa - ¥, Stepney. Journeyman Baker . Surrrarr, Epwarp Ettzan, Haberdasher-«t Ne ‘5 
at 12 } ¥ tav-hides , aye le in . f 
Empenry Leonaae — a0 Tc ; Pail : London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug jas se High Court. Pet. June 2. Qr 
. \f Of. Rec Bedford-circus, Exeter RECEIVING ORDERS Sticktaxp, Joayx, Hampton Wick, Builder. Kingeton 
FRiexp, . Pency West Malling. Kent Jobmaster Bipptst, Fran, Coventry, Fruiterer. Coventry. Pet Pet. May 4. Ord. July 31. 
- e. 1 } at 11.90 Of. Re Bh, High-et., | - i= » Ord — Dt) oo -« Reamer, "= ee. = acingt . 
v 2 CDMUND EDWARD le of oot e eatrica ¥ y t "et. July 
Jou P ae i Swansea Green rocer Aug. 12 Newport Pe, Aue * » tae | , Box maker Ord July = ucer iW iT : 
t 1 ‘ 7 all P . oe > Seead Sept. 4) Corre, Arseer Victor, Stookton-on-Tees, Joiner. | Writtams, ELizasern Penrhyndeudracth, Grocer 
1 Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. Aug. 5. Ord. Aug. 3 Portmadoo. Pet. Aug. 4 Ord. Aug. 4 


Gazette [vusspar, Aug 


Buxton-st Stepney 
Court 


I 
Pet 


Bow ces, Epmunp Epwarp, Ryde, I. of W., Bootmaker 
Newport. Pet. Aug. 3. Ord. Aug. 3 
Curren, Atserr Victor, Stockton-on-Tees, Joiner 


Porrts, H Gres imsb ish Curer's e 
PPLE AROLD reat Grimsby, Fish Curer ang rt July 16. Ord. July 30 


SMITH, Alfonso Fraycis Avstix, Green-st.. Park-lane 
High Court Adju. .Mar. 25, 1915 Ree. Ord 











